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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Referring to claims 3, 12, 19, 28, 34 and 40, the original application (parent case) 
has not " XrML license" support. The examiner considers Nov. 10, 2003 as an effective 
filing date for claims 3, 12, 19, 28, 34 and 40 for examination purpose. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S. C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 6 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 6 and 33 are directed to non- 
statutory subject matter. 

This claimed subject matter lacks a practical application of a judicial exception 
(law of nature, abstract idea, naturally occurring phenomenon) since it fails to produce a 
useful, concrete and tangible result. 

Specifically, the claimed subject matter does not produce (c)a tangible result 
because the claimed subject matter fails to produce a result that is limited to having real 
world value rather than a result that may be interpreted to be abstract in nature as, for 
example, a thought, a computation, or manipulated data. More specifically, the claimed 
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subject matter provides generating a permission grant if application evidence satisfies at 
least one trust condition. This produced result remains in the abstract and, thus, fails to 
achieve the required status of having real world value. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1,2,4-11,1 3-1 8, 20-27, 29-33, 35-39, 41 -48 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Gong, US Patent No. 6,044,467 (hereinafter 
Gong). 



Referring to claims 1, 2, 6, 7, 17, 22-23, 33 and 44, Gong teaches a computer 
program product, a system, a computer-readable medium and a method comprising: 

receiving a manifest defining a plurality of code assemblies that are members of 
at least one application [column 6, lines 31-36, object class is corresponding to a 
manifest]; 
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evaluating application evidence for the at least one application [column 6, lines 
39-43, class is corresponding to application evidence (column 3, lines 27-29)]; and 

generating a permission grant set for each code assembly that is a member of 
the at least one application if the application evidence satisfies at least one condition for 
trusting the at least one application [column 6, lines 45-50]. 

Referring to claims 4, 5, 15, 16, 20, 21, 31, 32 and 35, Gong teaches a computer 
program product, a system, a computer-readable medium and a method further 
comprising evaluating application evidence at an application level/group level and a 
code assembly level before trusting the at least one application [column 11, lines 12- 
16, sources are corresponding to code assembly level]. 

Referring to claims 8, 24, 37 Gong teaches a computer program product, a 
system, a computer-readable medium and a method further comprising determining if 
the code assembly is a member of the at least one application [column 7, lines 20-25]. 

Referring to claims 9 and 25, Gong teaches a computer program product, a 
system, a computer-readable medium and a method further comprising receiving a 
manifest defining members of the at least one application [column 6, lines 31-36]. 

Referring to claims 10, 26 and 38, Gong teaches a computer program product, a 
system, a computer-readable medium and a method, wherein satisfying at least one 
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trust condition is based at least in part on evidence provided with the at least one 
application [column 6, lines 35-43]. 

Referring to claims 1 1 , 27 and 39, Gong teaches a computer program product, a 
system, a computer-readable medium and a method, wherein satisfying at least one 
trust condition is based at least in part on evidence external to the at least one 
application [column 10, lines 5-11]. 

Referring to claims 13, 29 and 41, Gong teaches a computer program product, a 
system, a computer-readable medium and a method, wherein satisfying at least one 
trust condition is based on evidence from user interaction [column 10, lines 31-39]. 

Referring to claims 14, 30 and 42, Gong teaches a computer program product, a 
system, a computer-readable medium and a method, wherein satisfying at least one 
trust condition is based on evidence from evaluation of previous trust decisions 
[column 3, lines 16-21]. 

Referring to claims 36 and 43, Gong teaches a computer program product, a 
system, a computer-readable medium and a method further comprising a security policy 
specification defining the condition [column 11, line 58- column 12, line 5-11 and fig. 
2B]. 
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Referring to claim 45, Gong teaches a computer program product, a system, a 
computer-readable medium and a method, wherein the first data field defines a group of 
applications [column 7, lines 53-58]. 

Referring to claims 46 and 47, Gong teaches a computer program product, a 
system, a computer-readable medium and a method further comprising a third data field 
identifying a location of one of the members of the at least one application [column 6, 
lines 52-61]. 

Referring to claim 48, Gong teaches a computer program product, a system, a 
computer-readable medium and a method further comprising a third data field 
requesting different levels of trust for different members of the at least one application 
[column 19, lines 1-7]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 3, 12, 19, 28, 34 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
obvious over Gong Patent No. 6,044,467 in view of Lao et al. Pub. No. US 
2003/0220880 A1. 

Referring to claims 3, 12, 19, 28, 34 and 40, Gong teaches a method of 
receiving a manifest defining a plurality of code assemblies that are members of at least 
one application [column 6, lines 31-36] and evaluating application evidence for the at 
least one application [column 6, lines 39-43] (see claim 1 above). Gong further 
teaches generating a permission grant set for each code assembly [column 6, lines 
45-50]. Gong does not appear to explicitly teach a method wherein evaluating 
application evidence is based at least in part on an XrML license. However, Lao teaches 
a method such that access is granted based on a license, such as an XrML license, and 
the like, can be presented [paragraph 0166]. Gong and Lao are analogous art because 
both teach application security. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify the method of Gong to include a method such that access is granted 
based on a license, such as an XrML license of Lao because XrML license controls and 
specifies a manner of use of consumption of a distributed network service. 
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Conclusion 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yonas Bayou whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7610. The examiner can normally be reached on m-f,7:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kambiz Zand can be reached on 571 -272-381 1 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Yonas Bayou 



YB 




